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At a Meeting of the Scotch Presbytery, in 
London, held on the 1st January, 1831, it 
was unanimously resolved— 

That in consequence of a Declaration or 
Confession, signed by the Minister and Elders of 
the Scotch Church, Regent Square, sent to the 
members of this Court individually, and published 
in the daily and weekly newspapers, it has become 
necessary that the proceedings of this Court re¬ 
specting Mr. Irving, and respecting a book written 
by him, entitled “ The Orthodox and Catholic 
Doctrine of our Lord’s Human Nature,” should be 
printed and published, that it may be shewn to the 
Church at large whether Mr. Irving, as it is alleged, 
has been unjustly dealt with; and whether the con¬ 
demnation of this Treatise has arisen from “ igno¬ 
rance, misapprehension, or wilful perversion of the 
truth.” 

JOHN CROMBIE, Presb. Clk. 
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PROCEEDINGS 


OF 

THE LONDON PRESBYTERY, 

IN THB CASE OF 

The Rev. EDWARD IRVING. 


The doctrine of the “ sinfulness of our Lord’s 
human nature,” was first brought under the consi¬ 
deration of this Presbytery on the 20th of April, 
1830, during the examinations of a candidate for 
ordination. In consequence of some doubts that 
existed concerning the views which the candidate 
aforesaid really entertained on this subject, a private 
conference was appointed to be held with him on 
the 22d of the same month. At this conference 
four Ministers of the Presbytery were present; 
and, after some time spent in the more immediate 
object of their meeting, a conversation was conti¬ 
nued, during the space of two hours and upwards, 
between Mr. Irving and his brethren, on this point 
of doctrine, in which the latter freely stated their 
decided opposition to the same, and pointed out 
several objectionable pasages in his work upon the 
subject. In consequence of the difference of opinion 
thus manifested in regard to a doctrine of such vital 
importance, it was proposed and unanimously re¬ 
solved, at a subsequent meeting of Presbytery held 
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on the 11th of May, “ That a Committee, to consist 
of all the members then present, should be appointed 
to examine into, and take counsel together, on the 
doctrine of our Lord's Human Nature.” This Com¬ 
mittee having met, and having discussed the subject 
at considerable length, summed up their opinion in 
the following brief statement, in which Mr. Irving 
fully acquiesced—“ That the Son of God took 
human nature of the substance of his mother, which 
[human nature] was wholly and perfectly sanctified 
by the power of the Holy Ghost, in the act of con¬ 
ception, and was upheld in the same state by the 
same power of the Holy Ghost, and underwent no 
process or progress of sanctification, as it needed 
none.~ 

This opinion, which the Committee were con¬ 
scious struck at the very root of Mr. Irving’s pecu¬ 
liar sentiments, being acknowledged by him to be 
according to the word of God, it was fondly hoped, 
that he would see the unscriptural character of his 
doctrine, when he came to compare it with that in 
which he had just acquiesced ; and might be led to 
a sounder belief, "and to the preaching at least of a 
more wholesome doctrine ; if not to a public recan¬ 
tation of his former errors. It was therefore no 
light disappointment to the Presbytery, to find that 
no such events had taken place; that the same doc¬ 
trine was still taught and vended; and moreover, 
that the report had been diligently circulated, that 
in the aforesaid Committee, the Members of Presby¬ 
tery had been brought over to the opinions of 
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Mr. Irving regarding the human nature of Christ. 
Some of the brethren feeling themselves ealjed upon, 
inconsequence of these things,to proceed with this 
matter, both for the vindication of the truth*and of 
their own character, proposed) at a meeting held on 
the 20th July, that the Presbytery should take into 
consideration certain writings-on the subject of our 
Lord's human nature, which had been published by 
,one of its ministers. To this Mr. Irving objected, 
because the rule prescribed by our Lord, (Matt, 
xviii. 15.) had not been observed. In answer to 
which itwas argued, that the rule quoted was appli¬ 
cable to those private offences, which, by its obser¬ 
vance, might be prevented becoming the subject of 
public notoriety; but, that the enquiry proposed 
. was concerning an offence, (if such it should be 
found to be) openly done, and by its author himself 
already made known to the world, through the me¬ 
dium of the press. Yet, from courtesy to Mr. Irving, 
and from the persuasion that the truth was more 
likely to be obtained in private conference than by 
public investigation, it was recommended that the 
former should be tried before the latter was adopted. 

It is proper here to state, that while some of the 
Members of Presbytery, being persuaded that no 
good could result from private intercourse with 
Mr. Irving, and not feeling themselves bound to seek 
it by a sense of duty, did not much avail themselves 
of the opportunity afforded by the delay of the Pres¬ 
bytery ; so those, on the other hand, who did con¬ 
verse privately with Mr. Irving derived but little 
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satisfaction from so doing. Accordingly, Mr. Miller, 
to whom Mr. Irving had declared that he saw no 
reason to alter one word that he had written on this 
subject, having, on the 21st September, given notice 
that he would, at the next meeting, direct the atten¬ 
tion of the Presbytery to a work, entitled, “The 
Orthodox and Catholic Doctrine of our LortFs 
Human Nature ,” did, at the sederunt of the 19th 
October, move, “ That the Presbytery should take 
such measures as they may judge most advisable, to 
obtain satisfaction in regard to certain statements 
contained in the Treatise aforesaid, which was some 
time ago published by one of their number.” This 
motion, after considerable debate, was carried almost 
unanimously, there being but one (Mr. Irvings) 
dissentient voice. Against this resolution Mr. Irving 
protested, and immediately withdrew himself from 
the Presbytery, for reasons to be afterwards given. 

It may also be proper to observe here, that some 
members of Presbytery, who had hitherto urged the 
propriety of a private conference, before moving the 
Presbytery to enter upon an investigation, (not that 
they agreed with Mr. Irving in his interpretation of 
our Lord’s rule regarding private offences, nor that 
they considered him otherwise entitled to the claims 
which he made upon the courtesy and forbearance 
of his brethren) did this day feel themselves con¬ 
strained to yield that point, and to vote with the 
other members for bringing the matter, without fur¬ 
ther delay, under the cognizance of the Presbytery; 
inasmuch as Mr. Irving had, at the previous meeting 
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of the 12th October, while preaching in his rotation 
before the Presbytery, brought the whole doctrine 
most clearly under their inspection. 

It was then moved, seconded, and resolved, That 
a Committee, consisting of Messrs. Crombie, Taylor, 
Marshall, and Somervell, be appointed to examine 
•the book aforesaid, comparing it with the word of 
God, and the standards of the Church of Scotland, 
and to report: Also, that a Committee, to consist of 
the members then present, and of Messrs. Hamilton 
and Wright, be appointed to receive Mr. Irving’s 
reasons of protest, and to ; report thereon at the next 
meeting. Accordingly, at a meeting held on the 
9th November, the Committee last mentioned laid 
before the Presbytery the following communication 
from Mr. Irving, and the subsequent Report there¬ 
upon :— 

“ I protest against the proceedings of the Presby¬ 
tery of London, in the matter of my publication on 
the Human Nature of Christ, for these reasons— 

“ First, Because the Lord Jesus, the only Head 
of the Church, required of his ministers, the succes¬ 
sors of the apostles in the offices of preaching and 
baptising, to lead men to observe whatsoever he had 
commanded them, (Matt, xxviii. 20.); and of these 
commandments, the fundamental one, with respect 
to discipline, is that contained in Matt, xviii. 15— 
“ Moreover, if thy brother trespass,” &c. This 
commandment the Presbytery set at naught in this 
case, attempting to set it aside, as if it did not apply 
universally to every case of telling the church con- 
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ceming a brother’s offences. 1 protest against the 
Presbytery’s doing so in any case ; and I appeal to 
the Great Head of the Church. 

“ Secondly, Because when the complainer would 
have brought it before the Presbytery formerly, and 
intimated the matter to me, I gave-him to understand 
that I would protest; whereupon- he declined froin 
his purpose at that Presbytery meeting,’ until ano¬ 
ther brother having introduced the matter, they made 
common cause together, which I resisted in limine, 
upon the ground laid down above; in consequence 
whereof, the Presbytery did not entertain the com¬ 
plaint, but required them to-—(so far as my memory 
serves me, positively enjoined them; but, certainly, 
would not entertain the complaint till they should)— 
converse with me privately, and fulfil the letter-and 
the spirit of our Lord’s commandment: yet, notwith¬ 
standing this their own acting, they did at their- last 
meeting, entertain the motion of the first brother, 
for enquiring into the alleged offence, though he 
openly confessed he had not observed either the 
Lord’s rule, or the Presbytery’s wish and recom¬ 
mendation, if not injunction. 

“ Thirdly, Because the Presbytery were so zea¬ 
lous to plunge into this business, that when a motion 
was made, that the brother who had thus trans¬ 
gressed all rule should be required to confess his 
fault, and enjoined to proceed according to the will 
of the Lord, no one was found to second the motion. 
Seeing the Lord’s authority so trampled under foot, 
I solemnly protest against the proceeding of the 
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Presbytery in this matter, hbWever desirous I might 
be that the great subject in question should be fully 
and fairly handled; being assured that no good can 
come out of a proceeding thus unwarrantably entered 
on. And I crave that these reasons of protest should 
be entered upon thfe Presbytery’s books, for the exo¬ 
neration of my conscience, and for an example to 
those who shall come after. 

“ (Signed) Edward Irving.” 

“ 25th October, 1830.” 

These reasons of protest having been forwarded 
to the Clerk of the Presbytery, were by him sub¬ 
mitted to the Committee appointed to examine the 
same, who did, at a subsequent meeting, held on 
the 9th November, report thereupon as follows:— 

“ The Committee appointed to receive and consi¬ 
der the reasons of Mr. Irving’s protest, have to 
report, That, after due consideration thereof, they 
are constrained to pronounce them a very unsatis¬ 
factory apology for the unprecedented step which 
the Protester has been pleased io take; and, more¬ 
over, submit to the Presbytery their opinion, that it 
would be a thing not merely informal, but derogatory 
to the dignity of this, or of any court, to enter upon 
its minutes the protest of one who has assumed the 
right of renouncing its authority, and withdrawing 
from its jurisdiction. And your Committee would 
only, in reply to Mr. Irving’s reasons of protest, 
farther state their opinion, That, even admitting the 
Protester’s interpretation of our Lord’s canon, Matt. 
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xviii.. 15, to be correct, (which yet they do not); and 
also granting that his recollection of the Presbytery’s 
recommendation regarding it, at a former meeting, 
were correct, (which yet they do not); still he could 
have no right to complain, as he does, of the Pres¬ 
bytery * plunging into this matter,’ seeing he did 
himself stimulate them to this act by an act of his 
own, which would have rendered their longer for¬ 
bearance exceedingly culpable, namely, his preaching 
before the Presbytery, with great fulness and parti¬ 
cularity, and with much heat and zeal, the very 
doctrine which, in his pamphlet, he knew had given 
offence to his brethren; and seeing that in this 
court, Protester did himself declare, that knowing 
the doctrine contained in the. said pamphlet had be¬ 
come a matter of controversy, he had, on purpose, 
laid it on the Presbytery table for their consideration. 

“ And further, in regard to Mr. Irving’s professed 
withdrawment from the Presbytery, this Committee 
is of opinion, that, for the following reasons, Mr. Ir¬ 
ving, as a faithful man, and a presbyterian minister, 
cannot lawfully and conscientiously withdraw him¬ 
self and his cause from the cognizance of the Pres¬ 
bytery of London: Because— 

“ First, The authority of the Presbytery over its 
members is not weakened, but rather strengthened, 
by the circumstance of its being a voluntary asso¬ 
ciation, to the rules of which no one was in the first 
instance compelled unwillingly to submit, but to the 
faithful observance of which, by their own free con¬ 
sent, all its members are bound, by the most sacred 
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ties wherewith in honor, and honesty, and conscience, 
man can be bound to his fellow-men. 

“ Secondly, Because at his ordination, by the 
fourth and fifth questions then put and answered, 
he promised, not only submission to the Presbytery 
of Annan, by which he was ordained, but to any and 
every Presbytery where Providence might order his 
lot; and that he would follow no divisive courses 
from the established doctrine, worship, discipline, 
and government of the Church. 

“ Thirdly, Because upon induction by the Pres¬ 
bytery of London, it was supposed that, in the said 
act of induction, these oaths and obligations were 
virtually renewed, and were not actually renewed, 
only because the presbyterian integrity and Christian 
fidelity of Protester were not doubted. 

“ And lastly, Because the placing of presbyterial 
authority upon the powCr of an establishment, or its 
rtectitude upon a gradation of church courts, would 
be to sap its sacred foundations, as laid in the word 
of God, and as sanctioned by apostolic practice.” 

This report being heard, it was unanimously re¬ 
solved, “That it be received; that Mr. Irving’s rea¬ 
sons of protest be kept tn retentis, but not inserted 
in the minutes, at least not until he return to a sense 
of his duty to the Presbytery; that notice of this 
resolution be communicated to Mr. Irving, accom¬ 
panied with an injunction to return, and submit to 
the authority of this Court, to which he did volunta¬ 
rily join himself, and from whose jurisdiction he may 
not thus unceremoniously withdraw.” 
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Upon the Report of the Committee appointed to 
examine the Book entitled, “ The Orthodox and 
Catholic Doctrine of Our Lord’s Human Nature,” 
being called for, it was stated, that a Report was 
prepared, and in readiness to be given in, if de¬ 
manded ; but the Committee not having had suffi¬ 
cient time to devote to this important subject, were 
not themselves fully satisfied with the Report which 
their limited opportunities had enabled them to draw 
up, and would therefore prefer being permitted to 
sit again, and finish more perfectly the work assigned 
them. Whereupon it was agreed, that the Com¬ 
mittee be renewed, and their Report brought up at 
the next sederunt. 

This was accordingly done, when the Presbytery 
met on the 30th November; and being read, was 
ordered to lie on the table until the next meeting. 

. In the interim, a copy of this Report was sent to 
as many of those members of Presbytery as desired 
it, who had not been members of the Committee 
appointed to draw ft tip, 1 for their more deliberate 
perusal, with the intent that they might form a more 
correct .and impartial judgment. And at the subse¬ 
quent meeting on the 14th of December, it was 
agreed, That the Presbytery approve of the Report 
of the Committee appointed to enquire into certain 
statements contained in a book entitled, “ The Or¬ 
thodox and Catholic Doctrine of Our Lord’s Human 
Nature;” and further, with deep regret that such a 
necessity devolves, upon the Presbytery, brder.it to 
be recorded in the minutes.; 
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Whereupon it was resolved, “ That from this Re¬ 
port, and also from their own knowledge of the 
work, the Presbytery are of opinion that it contains 
errors subversive of the great doctrines of Chris¬ 
tianity, as set forth and explained in the standards 
of our Church; and do therefore,- and hereby do 
condemn the same, as a book dangerous to the wel¬ 
fare of the Chureh of Christ; and, on this account, 
and because the author of the work, after being 
thrice summoned to return to this Court, and to a 
sense of his duty to the same, has neglected to sub¬ 
mit himself, the Presbytery do hereby declare the 
Rev. Edward Irving to be no longer a member of 
this Court, nor capable of being re-admitted thereto, 
until he shall recognize its authority, and shall have 
openly renounced those errors to which he has given 
public notoriety.” 

<( Ordered, that a copy of this resolution be com¬ 
municated to Mr. Irving.” 

The Presbytery, in passing sentence on this sub¬ 
ject, had expected, that if ever their attention were 
again drawn to this unhappy subject, it would be to 
receive the recantation of their brother, and to 
readmit him. to their communion, when the Lord 
should have given him grace to see his error, and 
to confess his fault. It is therefore with a propor¬ 
tionate feeling of disappointment, that they now find 
themselves called upon to do that, for their own 
justification, which, at their last meeting, out of 
tenderness towards their brother, they had resolved 
not to do.- It was then agreed, that the charge of 
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error, that day sustained, should not be delated to 
the Presbytery from which Mr. Irving had received 
ordination, nor otherwise made public, except that 
the Report should be read in those churches, where 
the Kirk Sessions should deem it necessary, for the 
suppression of error, and for the maintenance of the 
truth. 

But now that Mr. Irving and his elders have set 
forth the following declaration of their faith on the 
subject of our Lord’s Human Nature, and. have pub¬ 
lished it to the world, through the medium of the daily 
and weekly press, the members of this Presbytery are 
convinced, that any longer forbearance on their part 
would be injurious to their own character and the 
cause of truth ; and have therefore resolved to sub¬ 
mit their whole procedure in this matter, and their 
judgment thereon, to the inspection of the public, 
and especially to the discernment of the Church. 

“ London, 15th December, 1830. 

“ We, the Minister, Missionary, Elders, and 
Deacons of the National Scotch Church, Regent 
Square, feel it to be a duty we owe to ourselves, to 
the congregation to which we belong, to the Church 
of Christ, and to all honest men, no longer to remain 
silent under the heavy charges that are brought 
against us, whether from ignorance, misapprehen¬ 
sion, or wilful perversion of the truth, and therefore 
we solemnly declare— 

“ That, we utterly detest and abhor any doctrine 
that would charge with sin, original or actual, our 
Blessed Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, whom we 


Digitized by L^ooQle 



17 


worship and adore, as ‘ the very and eternal God, 
of one substance, and equal with the Father: who, 
when the fulness of the time was come, did take upon 
him man’s nature, with all the essential properties 
and common infirmities thereof, yet without sin’— 
‘ very God and very Man, yet one Christ, the only 
Mediator between God and man :’ who, in the days 
of his flesh, was holy, harmless, undefiled, and full of 
grace and truth ; who, through the Eternal Spirit, 
offered himself without spot to God: * the Lamb of 
God that taketh away the Sin of the World,’ ‘ a 
Lamb without blemish and without spot: ’ in which 
offering of himself ‘ he made a proper, real, and full 
satisfaction to his Father’s justice in our behalf.’ And 
we further declare that all our peace of conscience, 
progress in sanctification, and hope of eternal bles¬ 
sedness, resteth upon the sinlessness of that sacrifice, 
and the completeness of that atonement, which he 
hath made for us as our substitute. 

“ And finally, we do solemnly declare, that these 
are the doctrines which are constantly taught in this 
Church, agreeably to the standards of the Church 
of Scotland, and the word of God.” 

(Signed by Mr. Irving, and the Members of his Session.) 

No notice, it is true, is here taken of the decision 
of the London Presbytery; and the document is, 
generally, in answer to those who have brought 
heavy charges against the Minister and other mem¬ 
bers of the Kirk Session of Regent Square. But, 
when the time of its appearance, with other circum- 
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stances, are taken into account, it were as absurd on 
our part, to overlook the fact, as it would be uncandid 
on theirs to deny it, that this Confession was intended 
as a counterpoise to that decision. Viewing it there¬ 
fore in this light, we, the Members of this Presby¬ 
tery, consider ourselves called on thus publicly to 
declare our opinion of the above document. And, 
concerning it, we would observe, that if they, the 
Minister and remanent members of the Kirk Session, 
Regent Square, have used each word and phrase 
thereof in its ordinary acceptation; if, especially, 
their views of original sin, of the essential properties 
of man's nature, and of atonement, be the same views 
which ever have been, and still are entertained by 
the great body of the Christian Church, then do we 
acknowledge it to be an ample and satisfactory Con¬ 
fession. But, if they have spoken of these things, 
in the language in which they are usually spoken of, 
while they reserve for themselves some peculiar in¬ 
terpretation, then must we say, they have been, un¬ 
wittingly perhaps, imposing upon the world, by using 
language whereby, while they meant to express one 
set of ideas, a moment’s reflection might have con¬ 
vinced them they would thereby convey to the minds 
of nine-tenths of their readers another set of ideas, es¬ 
sentially different. Seeing that this ambiguity must 
necessarily attach to the language of this Confession, 
in the estimation of all who are in the least acquainted 
with Mr. Irving’s writings on the subject, we cannot 
help thinking that it would have been more creditable 
to the Kirk Session of Regent Square, as well as 
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more satisfactory to us and to the public, to whom 
they have made their appeal, to have met directly 
the question at issue before the Presbytery; which 
was, not concerning what Mr. Irving preaches to 
his people, but concerning what he has declared 
to the Church, in a book entitled “ The Orthodox 
and Catholic Doctrine of our Lord’s Human Nature.” 
But taking this Confession as being, in the judgment 
of those who have made and signed it, a faithful sum¬ 
mary of the doctrine taught in their church on the 
aforesaid important subject; and knowing it to be in 
direct opposition to many things which are taught by 
Mr. Irving, in his writings, on the same topic, we are 
greatly at a loss to reconcile the correctness of this 
their solemn declaration with the verity of a state¬ 
ment lately made by Mr. Irving, in our hearing, and 
in open assembly, that what in his book he has pub¬ 
lished to the world, he is in the constant habit of 
preaching in his church. And seeing that we have 
more knowledge of Mr. Irving’s sentiments on this 
subject than what can be derived from this brief 
document, and knowing how widely different these are 
from the truths herein recognized, we are reluctantly 
forced to the conclusion, that, either the spirit, as well 
as the words of this Confession, are in direct opposi¬ 
tion to the doctrine taught by Mr. Irving; or that it 
is couched in language, which, though it be not 
meant, is most assuredly calculated to deceive. 

It had been unnecessary to have said more con¬ 
cerning this Declaration of the Kirk Session, Regent 
Square, were it not that they have therein attributed 
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all the charges brought against their doctrine on the 
subject of our Lord’s humanity, to “ ignorance, mis¬ 
apprehension, and wilful perversion of the truth.” 
As to the charge of ignorance, we care little about it, 
as we are seeking not our own honour, but the vin¬ 
dication of the truth; and now we care the less,, that 
the justice or injustice of our sentence will be judged 
of by the evidence, hereinafter given, from which it 
was deduced, and not by the testimony of their vague 
assertion. But to be so careless, in the examination 
of so weighty a matter, as from misapprehension of a 
brother’s doctrine to charge him with error ; and still 
more, through toilful perversion of the truth, to seek 
for groundless cause to condemn a brother’s writing^ 
and eject him from our communion, are crimes which 
we abhor—are accusations to which we cannot plead 
guilty, and under which, although brought against 
us indirectly, we ought not, and cannot consent to 
lie, without seeking to justify ourselves, as already 
to our own conscience, and we trust before the 
Searcher of hearts, so also before the church and the 
world. To the same bar, therefore, to which the 
Kirk Session of Regent Square have already gone, 
through the medium of the press, we would follow 
them for a verdict; and in the full confidence that we 
shall not be condemned, either for ignorance, misap¬ 
prehension, or wilful perversion of the truth. Had we 
leaned entirely to our own understanding in this 
matter—had we rested our painful and solemn sen¬ 
tence on the validity of our own reasonings, we should 
not speak thus confidently of what we have done, and 
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of what we expect. But, since we have exhibited 
Mr. Irving’s doctrine in his own language; and, 
having brought it, to the test not of our own judg¬ 
ment, but to that of God’s word, and of the standards 
of our Church, we do most confidently appeal against 
these unmerited charges, while we thus lay before 
the church and the world the following Report, ori¬ 
ginally drawn up by the Committee appointed to 
examine the suspected Book, and subsequently 
adopted by the Presbytery. 

“ Your Committee, in reporting the result of their 
examination of a Book entitled “ The Orthodox and 
Catholic Doctrine of our Lord’s Human Nature,” 
do not think it necessary to enumerate all the senti¬ 
ments and expressions therein contained Which they 
Consider faulty, and which they would have felt called 
upon to do, had they conceived it possible, by the 
alteration of these expressions, So to amend the work 
that it might, with the author’s sanction, go forth to 
the Church and to the world, as a Book, in the opi¬ 
nion of this Presbytery, agreeable to the word of God 
and to the standards of our Church. But, having pain¬ 
fully arrived at a different conclusion ; being fully 
convinced that the doctrine therein taught is contrary 
to the mind of the Spirit, revealed in the Scriptures; 
and that many things thence deduced are calculated 
to lead men from the truth as it is in Jesus ; your 
Committee have contented themselves with the selec¬ 
tion of the following passages, out of many of a 
similar import, by which to justify this sad, but 
solemn conclusion, viz.:— 
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“ Page 1, it is said of Christ’s human nature, that 
it is humanity, body and soul, under all the conditions 
of the fall .—Page 8, it is said, He stood immove¬ 
able, always abounding in the work and will of his 
Father; and having met all sin, and all weakness, 
and all mortality, and all corruption, and all devils, 
and all creature opression, and all creature rebellion 
in his flesh; in his body, he strangled them there, he 
did judgment upon them there, he resisted, he over¬ 
came, he captured them .—Page 10, it is said, If 
then, Christ were made under the law, he must have 
been made, by his human nature liable, yea, and in¬ 
clined unto all those things which the law interdicted. 
—Page 17, it is said, Conceive every variety of human 
passion, every variety of human affection, every variety 
of human error, every variety of human wickedness, 
which hath ever been realized, inherent in the humanity■ 
and combined against the holiness of him, who was not 
only a man, but the Son of Man, Sfc. —Page 24, it is 
said, If there had not been in Christ’s nature, appetites, 
and ambitions, and spiritual darkenings, how, I ask, 
could the devil have addressed these several temptations 
to his will ?—Page 88, If his human nature differed, 
by however little from ours, in its alienation and 
guiltiness, then the work of reducing it into eternal 
harmony with God, hath no bearing whatever upon 
our nature, vnth which it is not the same .—Page 89, 
it is said, The person of the Word did take a human 
will out of these very bondages into union with himself; 
and acting therein did deliver it completely out of all. 
those oppressions of the devil, the world, and the flesh. 
—Again, in the same page it is said, The adversaries 
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of the truth agree with us, that the will of man hath 
to be redeemed out of the bondage of the devil, the 
world, and the flesh, and they agree that to effect this, 
the Son of God took a human will; but they deny 
that this will was a bond will .—Page 111, it is said, 
I hold it to be a surrender of the whole question to say, 
that he was not conscious of, engaged with, and trou¬ 
bled by, every evil disposition which inhereth in the 
fallen manhood, which overpowereth every man that is 
not born of God; which overpowered not Christ, only 
because he was born or generated of God .—Page 126, 
it is said, Manhood, after the fall, broke out into sins 
of every name and aggravation ; corrupt to the very 
heart's core, and from the centre of its inmost will 
sending out streams black as hell. This is the human 
nature which every man is clothed upon withal, which 
the Son of Man was clothed upon toithal, bristling 
thick and strong with sin, like the hairs upon the por¬ 
cupine 1 stand forth and say, that the teeming 

fountain of the heart's vileness was opened on him; 
and the Augean stable of human unckedness given him 
to cleanse, and the furious wild beasts of human pas- 
sums were appointed him to tame. This, this is the 
horrible pit and the miry clay out of which he was 
brought. 

“ By these and similar expressions, it appears to 
your Committee, that the author of this pamphlet is 
chargeable with the error of imputing to Christ that 
corruption of nature which is commonly called 
‘ Original Sinand this we are compelled to affirm, 
notwithstanding the declaration at page 25, that 
orignal sin was avoided in the constitution of his 
person; and at page 85, that the miraculous conception 
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depriveth him of original sin and guilt , needing to be 
atoned for; because, either these assertions are in 
direct opposition to the doctrine taught in the above 
quotations, and, indeed, to the whole scope of the 
book ; or else the author holds some view of original 
sin different from that which is expressed in the 
standards of our Church. 

“ It is every where throughout the pamphlet as¬ 
serted, that Christ came in sinful humanity; and it is 
expressly declared, that he took human nature cor¬ 
rupt to the very heart's core, and that he must have 
been inclined to all things which the law interdicted. 
Than these, and many similar expressions, there are 
none, we presume, within the whole range of our 
language which can more strongly express that state 
of original sin into which our whole race has been 
brought by the fall of Adam. Yea, we will appeal 
to a multitude of Scripture declarations concerning 
the nature of sin, and we will appeal to the judgment 
of the whole Church of Christ concerning the nature 
of sin, and ask, if there is any language, whereby a 
sinner, a being tainted with the original corruption 
of our nature, can be more appropriately described. 
What the standards of our Church say of this cor¬ 
ruption of nature, let them declare in the answer to 
the question, * Wherein consists the sinfulness of 
that estate whereinto man fell V —‘ It consists in the 
guilt of Adam’s first sin, in the want of original 
righteousness, and the corruption of his whole nature, 
which is commonly called original sin, together with 
all actual transgressions which proceed from it.’ It 
is but too evident, therefore, that whatever views tht 
author of this pamphlet may entertain concerning 
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original sin, he attributes to the Man Christ Jesus 
that want of original righteousness and that corrup¬ 
tion. of nature which the compilers of our Confession 
say, ‘ is commonly called original sin.’ 

“ Hence it appears to this Committee, that, in the 
book submitted to their inspection, the unscriptural 
doctrine is taught that he who came to save sinners 
was himself a sinner. Nor can this conclusion be 
evaded by the citation of certain passages,. wherein-, 
the sinlessness of Christ is, in the same book, ex-, 
pressly asserted ; for these are hare assertions, 
incapable of proof from the premises, and in direct, 
opposition to the whole scope and main object of the. 
work. The only plausible, argument whereby it isi 
attempted to prove that Christ was not a sinner, aW 
though his human nature was fallen and sinful, is one 
which, if it were admitted, would lead to a conclusion, 
equally unscriptural, namely, that of two persons in 
Christ; or, at least, of a holy person and a nature 
sinful and fallen, for the evil thoughts and inclinations 
of which the person is not held responsible, and must 
therefore be considered apart from , the person of 
Christ.* But this is contrary to the words of our 
Confession, ch. viii. sec, 2, ‘ That two whole, perfect, 
and distinct natures, the Godhead and the manhood, 
were inseparably joined together in one person,’ 
And so also is the simple statement of Christ’s fallen 

• That the author finds this expedient necessary, and that he uses it, to avoid 
the imputation of actually declaring that Jesus was a sinner i is evident from the 
following expressions, out of many of a similar import. In the Preface, page viii. 
he says, Whenever I attribute sinful properties and disposition is and inclinations 
to our Lord’s human nature, I am speaking of it as considered apart from him , in 
itself. And at page x. he says. What was holy , was his Person ; and from that 
came redemption into the nature: what was powerful was the Person, and from 
that came strength into the nature. 
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and sinful nature, as set forth in the foregoing pas¬ 
sages, contrary to the following words in the same 
chapter of the Confession, sections 2d. & 3d.—‘ The 
Son of God did take upon him man’s nature, with all 
the essential properties and common infirmities 
thereof, yet without sinAlso, ‘ The Lord Jesus 
Christ, in his human nature, thus united to the divine, 
was sanctified and anointed with the Holy Ghost above 
measure; having in him all the treasures of wisdom 
and knowledge; in whom it pleased the Father that 
all fulness should dwell; to the end that being holy, 
harmless, undefiled, and full of grace and truth, he 
might be thoroughly furnished to execute the office 
of a Mediator and Surety;’—and contrary to those 
words of inspiration, whereby the human nature of 
Christ is designated, in the language of Gabriel to 
Mary, ‘ That holy thing which shall be bom of thee 
and to many other passages of Scripture. 

“ It is with much pain, though without surprise, 
that your Committee has also found in this treatise, as 
the natural consequence of the fetal tenet of Christ’s 
sinful humanity, several of the most vital doctrines 
of Christianity either entirely controverted, or so 
greatly impoverished, that they can yield to the 
Christian but little either'of comfort for the present, 
or of hope for the future. And 

“ First, In regard to the doctrine of the Atonement, 
your Committee would observe, that while the au¬ 
thor’s opinions on this important subject prove most 
clearly that he makes Christ a sinner, and that it is 
absolutely necessary to the very existence of his 
scheme, that Christ should be the very chief of sin¬ 
ners ; it proves .also, on the other hand, that this 
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doctrine of Christ’s sinful humanity tends to over¬ 
throw the true and blessed doctrine of atonement, as 
declared in the word of God, and in the standards 
of our Church. The Atonement of our Author is 
the reconciliation, or bringing into one, by personal 
union in Christ, the most discordant things in the 
universe, namely, a holy God and a sinful man; 
whilst, on the contrary, concerning this doctrine, the 
Spirit saith, (Lev. xvii. 11.) ‘It is the blood that 
maketh atonement for the soulAgain, (Heb. ix. 22.) 
‘ Without shedding of blood there is no remission 
And again, (Rom. iii. 25.) ‘ Christ is set forth to be 
a propitiation, through faith in his blood.’ Also, 
concerning this holy doctrine of propitiation or atone¬ 
ment, our standards, instead of countenancing the 
author’s scheme, that Atonement consists in bringing 
into unity and reconciliation the divine and human 
natures in Christ; in direct opposition thereto, de¬ 
clare it to have been made by the death of Christ, 
and by that only; for in chap. xxix. sec. 2. of the 
Confession, we find these words, ‘ So that the Popish 
sacrifice of the Mass, as they call it, is most abomi¬ 
nably injurious to Christ’s one only sacrifice , the alone 
propitiation for the sins of the elect:’ words which, 
we fear, may with equal propriety, be applied to this 
new scheme of at-one-ment. 

“ Secondly, The doctrine concerning the Satisfac¬ 
tion made to divine justice, by the sufferings and 
death of Christ, as taught by our Church, is, we 
regret to say, both misrepresented and held up to 
scorn in the Treatise submitted to our consideration. 
Of this orthodox doctrine, the author speaks (page 
102) in the following unjust and derogatory terms, 
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I do, front my heart, pity those who are wrapt tep in 
the poisonous garment of the popular theology, that 
God loveth suffering, will have it out of some one or 
other, without abatement Also, at page 100, he 
says of this same orthodox and commonly received 
doctrine, that it goes upon the notion of the heathen, 
that God wantefh and will haw suffering, wanteth 
and toill have compensation, standeth to his point, and 
will not abate one iota of suffering to any one ,’ &c.— 
By this, and similar language, in which the author 
indulges, it appears to this Committee, that he plainly 
contradicts the words of our Confession, chap. viii. 
sec. 5, ‘ The Lord Jesus, by his perfect obedience, 
and sacrifice of himself, which he, through the Eter¬ 
nal Spirit, offered unto God, hath fully satisfied the 
justice of his Father, and purchased, not only recon¬ 
ciliation, but an everlasting inheritance in the king¬ 
dom of heaven, for all those whom the Father hath 
given unto him.’—And the words of the Larger 
Catechism, Question 70, ‘ Justification is an act of 
God’s free grace to sinners, in which he pardoneth 
all their sins, not for any thing wrought in or by 
them; but only for the perfect obedience and full 
satisfaction of Christ, by God imputed to them— 
and these also in the answer to the subsequent 
question, ‘ Christ, by his obedience ami death, did 
make a proper, real, and full satisfaction to God’s 
justice, hi behalf of them that are justified.’ 

“ Nor is it Without reason that our author, on the 
one hand, presents to us this noviel view of atone¬ 
ment (at-One-ment), and on the other, scoffs at;the 
commonly received notion of satisfaction, to divine 
justice; for this is in perfect keeping with his whole 
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scheme: nor is it possible that the atonement spoken 
of in the Bible,, and avowed in our Confession, 
could be, made by one who was himself fallen and 
sinful. The victims of the Levitical sacrifices, which 
were the appointed types of the Lamb of God who 
taketh. away the sins of the world, were commanded 
to be without spot or blemisheven as our Great 
Sacrifice was holy, harmless, and undefiled. 

“ Thirdly, By this tenet of Christ’s sinful humar 
nity, the great and precious doctrine of Redemption 
also is . mdde void. If Christ himself needed re? 
demption, it must be obvious to the weakest under¬ 
standing, that he could not be the Redeemer of 
others: and if, as the author says, page 88, his 
human nature differed not, by however little, from 
ours, in alienation and guiltiness,, then, assuredly, 
it needed redemption ; and thus, the object of the 
Saviour’s mission is defeated, of which it is said, 
(Matt. xx. 28.) ‘ That the Son of Man came to give 
his life a ransom for many.’ But we are not left, in 
this matter, to risk the validity of our assertion upon 
the bare legitimacy.:of the foregoing conclusion; 
for it is expressly said, (page 149,) That Christ 
being generated, he himself, as to his human nature* 
stands upon a redemption footing . What is meant 
by Christ’s standing on a redemption footing, is suf¬ 
ficiently explained by what immediately follows, 
That in the Psalms and in the Prophets, he is conti¬ 
nually, aye, and more frequently spoken of, as being 
saved, than as saving; of being redeemed than as 
redeeming —And by this assertion also, in the same 
page, If a man say, that Christ's human ,nature 
needed no salvation , preservation, and redemption, but 
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was in itself an unfallen thing, then that man makes 
void the Godhead altogether in Christ, and is a wor¬ 
shipper of unfallen human nature. And, whereas 
the author acknowledges, page 95, that his views 
of Christ’s work in the flesh are in direct opposition 
to those of the men who teach the doctrine of 
Christ having paid the price of his people’s redemp¬ 
tion, or of his having paid the debt which they 
owed to divine justice ; and reviles this precious 
doctrine, as the stock-jobbing theology of the religious 
world, saying of the servants of Christ who teach it. 
Let these preachers, for I vnll not call them divines 
or theologians, broker-like, cry up their article; he 
is thus reviling the compilers of our Confession, and 
gainsaying the doctrine which they have thus ex¬ 
pressed, chap. xi. sec. 3.—‘ Christ, by his obedience 
and death, did fully discharge the debt of all those 
that are justified, and did make a proper, real, and 
full satisfaction to his Father’s justice in their 
behalf—And, what is worse fat, he is thus setting 
at naught those declarations of God’s word which 
tell us, that we have redemption in Christ, not, as 
our author would teach us, by redeeming first his 
own human nature out of the bondages of the flesh ; 
or, as it is affirmed, (page 149) by receiving himself 
salvation and redemption from the Father; but by 
the shedding of his own most precious blood, as it is 
written, (Eph. i. 7.) ‘ In whom we have redemption 
through his blood.’ 

“ Lastly, In this Book your Committee have 
found also the doctrines of Imputation and Substi¬ 
tution, as they are commonly understood, opposed 
and denied. For at page 117, it is said, If Christ 
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was not [in the condition of the sinner,] and God 
treated, him as if he had been so; if that is the 
meaning of their imputation and substitution, away 
with it, away ivith it from my theology for ever ; for 
it makes my God a God of fictions, a God of varia¬ 
bleness, a God of make-believes, and not of truth. 
But your Committee is of opinion, that these are 
the very doctrines which are taught in God’s own 
word, when it is said, 1 Pet. iii. 18, that ‘ Christ 
suffered the just for the unjustin 2 Cor. v. 21, that 
‘ God made him to be sin for us who knew no sin 
and in Galat. iii. 13, * Christ hath redeemed us from 
the curse of the law, being made a curse for us 
and which are recognized in the answer to the 97th 
Question of the Larger Catechism, where it is said, 
‘ That the moral law is of especial use to the rege¬ 
nerate, to shew them how much they are bound to 
Christ for his fulfilling it, and enduring the curse 
thereof in their steadAlso in these words of the 
Confession, chap. xi. sec. 4, * God did, from all eter¬ 
nity, decree to justify all the elect, and Christ did, 
in the fulness of time, die for their sins. 

“ Your Committee, having thus set forth the 
leading error in this Book, and tried it by the word 
of God, and the standards of our Church; and 
having enumerated the more prominent doctrines of 
the Gospel which are thereby undermined, or per¬ 
verted, or exhibited in a light different from that in 
which they are exhibited in the Confession of Faith, 
have considered the duty assigned them to be there¬ 
by fulfilled; and have consequently forborne to 
notice many inferior errors, wherewith this Book 
appears to be chargeable. Nor has your Com- 
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mittee deemed it necessary to endeavour, either any 
minute confutation of the Treatise submitted to their 
inspection, or any particular defence of the doctrines 
which are therein impugned; but have been con¬ 
tented with bringing both to the test of God’s word, 
and of the Church’s Confession; and have thereby 
proved the declaration made in the commencement 
of this Report to be, alas! but too true, that there 
are many things in this book, which are contrary to 
the mind of the Spirit revealed in the Scriptures, 
and such as are calculated to lead men from the 
truth as it is in Jesus.” 

The Presbyteiy having thus laid the order of 
their proceedings, and the grounds of their verdict 
before the Church, that it may be seen how far they 
have been regular in the former and just in the 
latter, have now done for ever with this painful 
subject; and while, in conclusion, they again ex¬ 
press their regret that they have been compelled to 
this act of publication, they at the same time trust 
that, by the grace of God, it may be in some mea¬ 
sure blessed for the suppression of error, and for the 
defence of the truth. 


LOUDON : 


I*. WHITE AND SON, PRINTERS, NEW STREET, BISHOPSGATE* 
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